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‘}? hm Tozzl , o
- Member, CRE Board of Advxsors
' Center for Regulatory Effectiveness
" 11 Dupont Circle, NW, Suite 700
S {fWashmgth, DC 20036-1 1?3 o

3Deaer Tozzi:

L We have received your request of November 25, 2002 requesting correction under the
: _Exmronmentzl Protection Agency’s (EPA) Information Quality Guidelines (EPA 1QG RFC

#2807). You filed this Request for Correction along with the Kansas Com Growers Association,
and the Triazine Network Your réquest alleges that the April 22, 2002 preliminary .
nwranmental Risk Assessment for Atrazine does not comply with the “Data Quality Act”
Section 515 of the Treasury and General Government Appropriations Act for the Fiscal Year
001) because the document “states that atrazine causes endocrine effects in various organisms
- including frogs” on pages 11 and 90-94. You request that the document be corrected to state that
. there Is no reliable evidence' that atrazine causes “endocrine effects” in the environment and that

~ sthere can be no reliable, accurate or useful information regarding atrazine’s endocrine effects until

~ and unless there are test methods for those effects that have been properly vahdated

o Because your Request for Carrection is the first one to be submnted to the Office of
Pesticide Programs since the issuance of the EPA Information Quality Guidelines in October,

- 2002 we would like to take this opportunity to explain our process for responding to Requests

‘ ffor Correctmn on ,nformanon dlssermna:ed to the pubhc as part of an EPA. public comment

'imtenm Rereglst;atxon Ehg:bﬂxty Declsxon (IRED) for Atrazine, addressmg it in the response to :
com{nents rather than t}mugh a separatc response mechanism. EPA beheves that the thorough
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Afiex reviewing the issues raised in your request, it is our view that by clarifying the April
2002 proliminary Environmental Risk Asoessment or Airazine we may hielp to avoid any fure
oiconderstanding of the Agency’s position on the environmental effects of atrazine. We pian to
- misunderstanding of the Agency s positt exse the revised Envirormental Risk Assessmentfor

, 'We believe that it would be inappropriate to amend the Environmental Risk Assessment
. for Atrazine as you suggested because it is premature to conclude that there is “no reliable
~evidence that atrazine causes ‘endocrine effects’ in the environment.” As you may know, the
i - Agencyis still deliberating on the reliability, reproducibility-and significance of data on fhe ,
SR - potential effects of atrazine on frogs. In accordance with an amended Consent Decree in the
. Natura! Resources Defense Council v. Whi Case no. C-99-3701 CAL, the Agency will -
‘analyze the studies identified in your submission, and any additional studies submitted to the
~ Agency by February 2003, and present a summary of the.analysis to the Federal Insecticide,
Fungicide and Rodenticide Act Scientific Advisory Panel (SAP). EPA intends to present these
issues to the SAP at a public mesting in June, 2003, The SAP will provide external peer review:
5 of the studies on the potentiz! effects of atrazine on frogs as well as address specific science issues
 associated with these studies. Based on this advice, EPA may amend its Environmental Risk
Assessment for Atrazine and the IRED for atrazine and expects to release the revised IRED in
October, 2003. Additionally, because we were unable to locate the passage in the April, 2002,
- preliminary Environmental Risk Assessment for Atrazing in which you said that the Agency states,
“Atrazine causes endocrine effects in various organisms including frogs,” we do not believe any
corrections are warranted in response to that portion of your request. '

» As EPA w:ll further explain in the IRED’s “Response t0 Comments,” we believe that our
* use of the studies identified in your request is appropriate and consistent with the Agency’s
- Information Quality Guidelines. , '

- Additionally, we believe that the IRED “Response to Comments” document will respond
~to your Request for Correction and will explain in more detail our conclusion that there is room
for improving the clarity of our communication, and the IRED itself will reflect these
improvements. We appreciate your continued interest in the Agency’s activities.

Sincéxely,
Marcia E. Mulkey, Director
Office of Pesticide Programs
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